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We study the effective action of hydrostatic response to torsion in the absence of spin connections
in gapped (2 + 1)-dimensional topological phases. In previous studies, a torsional Chern-Simons
term with a temperature-squared (T 2) coefficient was proposed as an alternative action to describe
thermal Hall effect with the idea of balancing the diffusion of heat by a torsional field. However, the
question remains whether this action leads to local bulk thermal response which is not suppressed
by the gap. In our hydrostatic effective action, we show that the T 2 bulk term is invariant under
variations up to boundary terms considering the back reaction of the geometry on local temperature,
which precisely describes the edge thermal current. Furthermore, there is no boundary diffeomor-
phism anomalies and bulk inflow thermal currents at equilibrium and therefore no edge-to-edge
adiabatic thermal current pumping. These results are in consistent with exponentially suppressed
thermal current for gapped phases.

I. INTRODUCTION

The Chern-Simons term originating from external elec-
tromagnetic fields is known to be the effective action for
the integer quantum Hall effect, where the quantization
of Hall conductance is guaranteed by gauge invariance [1],
or boundary gauge anomalies [2–4]. Based on Luttinger’s
seminal work [5], a torsional field has been introduced
to balance the diffusion of heat [6–8]. Analogously, tor-
sional Chern-Simons terms have been proposed to be the
effective action for torsional viscosity at zero tempera-
ture [9–11] and thermal Hall effect at finite temperature
[6, 12–15]. However, torsional anomalies are controver-
sial because of its dependence upon ultra-violet (UV)
cut-off [16–24]. A clear physical meaning for torsional
anomalies is thus highly needed.

Recently, thermal Hall effect has been observed exper-
imentally in gapped topological phases [25–27] and has
now attracted much attention due to the observed large
signature from charge neutral excitations [28–36]. How-
ever, despite of the fast evolving experimental techniques,
the fundamental understanding of whether thermal Hall
current flows through the bulk of these systems is still
incomplete. For gapped topological phases, based on
anomaly matching and generalized Laughlin’s argument,
it was suggested in Refs. [12, 13] that there can exist a
bulk thermal Hall current. This argument contradicts
results in Refs. [8, 37, 38], where bulk thermal Hall cur-
rents are always exponentially suppressed by the bulk
gap. Hence, we aim to resolve this contradiction here,
which shall add a new perspective to investigate thermal
Hall effect.

In this paper, by coupling matter fields to teleparal-
lel gravity, we study the response of the matter to in-
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homogeneous gravitational field at equilibrium. A hy-
drostatic effective action is derived, which turns out to
be the torsional Chern-Simons term and its coefficient is
the energy magnetization [39–41]. Similar to torsional
Chern-Simons terms, energy magnetizations can contain
a constant UV dependent piece at zero temperature for a
continuous model such as the massive Dirac fermion [42].
We further show that there can be a temperature-squared
term in gapped systems. In sharp contrast with the zero
temperature piece, this term can be recasted as a topo-
logical θ-term in terms of Kaluza-Klein gauge fields, such
that it is invariant under variations of background fields
and manifests itself as boundary currents. Therefore, adi-
abatic change of the background field cannot induce a
bulk thermal currents. Also, from the boundary picture,
the resulting boundary energy current does not possess
diffeomorphism anomalies, hence no bulk inflow energy
current is needed to absorb boundary anomalies. How-
ever, boundary global gravitational anomalies do quan-
tize the change of the coefficient of this θ-term across the
boundary, which reveals the relative topological mean-
ing [43] of the θ-term between adjacent materials. Apart
from addressing the described debates, our theory pro-
vides a top-down approach for the magnetization and
energy magnetization: we show that various properties
of the magnetization and energy magnetization can be
obtained from macroscopic effective action with symme-
try considerations and are independent of details of the
microscopic model.

II. OVERVIEW AND SUMMARY OF RESULTS

Although transport is a non-equilibrium phenomenon,
it is surprisingly simple that certain topological responses
can be characterized from pure equilibrium aspects.
Gaps between equilibrium and non-equilibrium quanti-
ties can be bridged by the Laughlin’s argument [1] as
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Figure 1. Illustration of concepts of an Euclidean field the-
ory on a two dimensional manifold describing an equilibrium
state. The red line and the black line stand for time axis
and space axis, respectively. The vector K is a time-like
Killing vector pointing along time direction, which origins
from the static nature of equilibrium states. The time axis
is further compactified to a thermal loop (red line) so as to
describe thermal physics, which in turn, yields two scalars.
The first one is the local temperature T (x), defined from
length of thermal loop (β(x)), i.e., T (x) ≡ 1/β(x). The sec-
ond one is the local chemical potential µ(x), defined from
the Wilson loop of electromagnetic gauge fields

¸
A0dx

0
E , i.e.,

µ(x) ≡ −
¸
A0dx

0
E/β(x).

well as the Streda formula [44–46]. To be more specific,
Laughlin’s argument tells us the quantum Hall response
can be understood as the adiabatic response of a gapped
ground state (equilibrium state property at zero tempera-
ture). Upon inserting a magnetic flux in a cylinder geom-
etry, the adiabatic charge pumping process requires the
anomalous edges to absorb the charge. This absorbing
process is described by the anomaly inflow [2]. For the
other aspect, the Streda formula relates the Hall conduc-
tance of transport currents to thermodynamic property
of magnetization in equilibrium. These two aspects are
well-established for electric transports, but the validity
of the anomaly inflow aspect for thermal transports is
still under debates. Problems are twofolds: On the one
hand, previously proposed Laughlin’s argument [12, 13]
for the thermal Hall effect requires the existence of bulk
thermal Hall currents so as to absorb the edge quantum
anomaly. On the other hands, for gapped systems, there
are hardly any bulk excitations, so as an entropy current
the nonzero bulk thermal Hall currents are questionable.

Motivated by these aspects, we study the Euclidean
field theory, which describes the bulk of a quantum
Hall system at equilibrium. Especially, to address the
anomaly matching problem we need to couple the sys-
tem with background gravitational fields while maintain
the sytem at equilibrium. Involving gravitational fields,
equilibrium conditions are more subtle [5, 39]: equilib-
rium is reached only when mechanical forces are bal-

anced by statistical forces which stem from inhomoge-
neous distributions of charge or energy. Interestingly, it
turns out that these equilibrium conditions can be geo-
metrically visualized in Fig. 1: (i) There exists a time-like
Killing vector K due to the static nature of equilibriums
states. (ii) The time axis along K direction is compact-
ified to a thermal loop (red line) so as to capture ther-
mal physics. (iii) Local temperature turns out to be the
inverse of thermal loop length, and local chemical poten-
tial is the Wilson loop of electromagnetic fields along K
direction. For equilibrium states satisfying these equi-
librium conditions, the generic formalism describing the
physics at long length scale is the hydrostatics, or equiva-
lently an Euclidean field theory equipped with a time-like
Killing vector [47, 48], where thermodynamic properties
of the system are captured by a hydrostatic action from
derivative expansions. Built on this setup, we will derive
a hydrostatic action to linear power of derivatives [see
Eq. (12)]. This action not only reproduces known re-
sults for electric transports, but more importantly, also
clarifies the anomaly-inflow aspect of thermal transports.
Namely, due to the previously overlooked back reaction of
gravitational fields on temperature, our hydrostatic effec-
tive action can be recast as a topological θ term, so there
is no bulk thermal Hall currents, and thus the Laughlin
argument is invalid for the thermal Hall effect.

The paper is organized as follows: In Sec. III, we derive
equilibrium conditions for the external field arising from
the balancing between statistical forces and mechanical
forces. We also obtain the conserved charge currents and
energy currents from charge U(1) and temporal trans-
laton symmetry. In Sec. IV, we derive the hydrostatic
effective action for magnetization as well as energy mag-
netization, whose relation to the microscopic linear re-
sponse theory is studied in details in Sec. V. In Sec. VI,
we show that our hydrostatic effective action for the ther-
mal Hall effect can be recast as a topological θ term and
thus there is no anomaly inflow as well as bulk thermal
Hall currents at low temperature. Finally, in Sec. VI, we
show that the thermal Hall conductance is quantized by
global anomalies.

III. GENERALIZED EINSTEIN’S RELATION
AND CONSERVED CURRENTS

As outlined in the previous section, we will focus
on systems under time-independent external fields vary-
ing slowly in space, which reach their equilibrium when
statistical forces from inhomogeneity of thermodynamic
variables are balanced by mechanical forces. The equi-
librium conditions for this balancing will be derived in
this part from hydrostatics, where the static nature can
be rephrased as the existence of translation symmetry
along time-like Killing vector K. For concreteness, let
us consider a charge conserved thermal partition func-
tion (Z

[
Aµ, e

∗a
µ

]
) with Killing vector K on a Euclidean

spacetime manifold under slowly varying external viel-
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bein eaµ and electromagnetic fields Aµ. In this case, the
corresponding effective action Seff

[
Aµ, e

∗a
µ

]
= −i lnZ

can be organized in terms of derivative expansion. In
doing so we can first write down all possible scalars in-
variant under symmetries of the system, which can be
constructed from external fields and Killing vector. For
clarity, we can denote these scalars as s(n)

i with the sub-
script i labeling its power of derivative and the super-
script (n) for different scalars. From these scalars, the
effective action can be organized as follows [48],

Seff =

ˆ √
|det g|{P [s0] +

∑
n

∑
i=1

α
(n)
i [s0]s

(n)
i }, (1)

where we have used the symbol P for the zero-order term
known as the internal pressure. As we shall show later,
local temperature and chemical potential manifest them-
selves as zeroth order scalars due to the temporal trans-
lational symmetry, whose equilibrium values are deter-
mined by the balancing between statistical forces and
mechanical forces, and this yields equilibrium conditions.
Combined with the U(1) symmetry and the temporal
translational symmetry, these equilibrium conditions en-
able us to define conserved charge currents as well as
conserved energy currents.

Let us now construct the zeroth order scalars and relate
them to local temperature and local chemical potential.
We first explicitly write down the metric of the Euclidean
spacetime manifold

ds2 = gµνdx
µ ⊗ dxν =

(
e∗aµ dx

µ
E

)2
, (2)

where the subscript “E” denotes Euclidean spacetime and
e∗aµ is the vielbein field. Greek letters µ, ν and Latin let-
ters a, b stand for Einstein indices and Lorentz indices,
i.e., µ = 0, 1, . . . and a = 0, 1, . . . We use i, j and
I, J for spatial indices of µ and a, respectively. If we
recast e∗0µ dxµ as (1 + φg) dx

0 + Agidx
i, then φg is Lut-

tinger’s fictitious gravitational field [5] and Agi can be
regarded as the gravitomagnetic fields. The imaginary
time axis is compactified to a circle so as to describe
thermal effects known as the thermal loop. In equilib-
rium, partition function should be time independent, so
we have a time-like Killing vector K = ∂E0 (see Fig. 1)
and its normalized counterpart is

u =
1√
K2

∂E0, (3)

where K2 ≡ KµKνgµν = (1 + φg)
2 and u thus points

along the tangential direction of the thermal loop. For
later convenience, we shall align e∗0µ with uµ hereafter,
i.e., e∗0µ dxµ = uµdx

µ, which implies that e∗Iµ uµ = 0 and
e∗00 =

√
K2.

Then, due to compactification of temporal axis, in the
presence of background vielbein e∗0µ dxµ and U (1) gauge
fields Aµ, we can define two scalars [47, 48], length of
thermal loop, i.e., β (x), and Wilson loop along time di-
rection, which yield the local temperature as well as the

chemical potential. The local temperature T (x) is de-
fined as the inverse of β (x), i.e.,

T (x) ≡ 1´ 1
T0

0 dx0
E

√
K2

=
T0√
K2

=
T0

e∗00

, (4)

where
√
K2 is the induced metric of the thermal loop,

x0
E ∈ [0, 1/T0] is the parametrization of thermal loops

[49], and T (x) satisfies the Tolman-Ehrenfest relation [50]
(T (x)

√
K2 = constant).

The local chemical potential is defined as the temporal
Wilson loop divided by β (x), i.e.,

µ (x) ≡ −T (x)

ˆ 1
T0

0

A0dx
0
E= − A0√

K2
= −A0

e∗00

, (5)

where
´ β0

0
A0dx

0
E is temporal Wilson loop and the second

equality is from the transverse gauge [47, 51]: ∂E0A0 = 0.
One can also define spin chemical potential as the Wilson
loop for spin connection ωabµ , i.e., Kµωabµ√

K2
, but as we

shall show later, spin chemical potential should be set to
zero if we want to have a conserved energy current.

Eq. (4) and Eq. (5) relate T (x) and µ (x) to the grav-
itational potential and electric potential, respectively, so
in equilibrium, currents arising from inhomogenous parti-
cle (energy) distribution are compensated by those from
external electric fields (torsional electric fields), which
are encoded in the time-independent conditions, i.e.,
0 = LKgµν = LKe∗aµ = LKA and they yield the gener-
alized Einstein relations (for details, please refer to Ap-
pendix B),

T∇ν
µ

T
− uµFµν = 0, (6)

and

1

T
∇µT − T aσµuauσ = 0, (7)

where Fµν ≡ ∂µAν − ∂νAµ is the electromagnetic field
strength tensor, 1

2T
a
σµdx

σ ∧ dxµ ≡ de∗a + ωab ∧ e∗b is
the torsion tensor and the spin chemical potential is set
to zero. These generalized Einstein’s equations are valid
even when we relax the transverse gauge condition.

After obtaining these generalized Einstein relations, we
turn to define conserved charge current J µ as well as con-
served energy current J µE , which are from U(1) symmetry
and the temporal translational symmetry, respectively.
From U (1) symmetry,

J µ =
√
|det g|jµ, ∂µJ µ = 0 (8)

where jµ≡− 1√
|det g|

δS
δAµ

satisfies 1√
|g|
∂µ

(√
|det g|jµ

)
=

0. From temporal translational invariance induced by K
(see Appendix B 3 b for details), one can define the energy
currents as

J µE =
√
|det g| [Kaτµa + (AνK

ν) jµ] , (9)
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where τµa ≡ − 1√
| det g|

δS
δe∗aµ

is energy-momentum tensor.

This current is conserved if Kµωabµ vanishes [52], i.e.,
∂µJ µE = 0. For later convenience, we shall set spin con-
nections to zero hereafter so as to have a conserved en-
ergy current and this is the teleparallel gravity [53]. In
the absence of external electromagnetic fields and viel-
beins, we have J µE = τµaK

a−µjµ. Notice that conserved
energy current here in the Euclidean theory is essentially
the thermal current in the equilibrium states. This is
special to the Euclidean theory at equilibrium and does
not imply thermal current to be conserved in real time
evolution. However, in our paper, for consistency, we will
keep the Euclidean theory terminology. Hence our later
result of energy current and energy magnetization will
correspond to thermal current and heat magnetization
in literatures of the real time formalism.

IV. HYDROSTATIC EFFECTIVE ACTION

For the current responses, we can look for the deriva-
tive expansion of the first order and write the general
covariant form of the action containing one derivative as:

S
(1)
eff = −

ˆ
mg, 0ε

µνρe∗aµ ∂νe
∗b
ρ ηab−

ˆ
mN, 0ε

µνρuµ∂νAρ,

(10)
where mg,0 and mN,0 are functions of zeroth order
scalars, i.e. mg,0 = mg,0(µ, T ) and mN,0(µ, T ). For sim-
plicity, we assume the system to have emergent Lorentz
symmetry such as in a Chern insulator, while it is
straightforward to generalized to non-relativistic elec-
trons. For the non-relativistic case, we need to treat
space indices and time index differently but the main
discussion of charge response and thermal response re-
mains valid and only requires charge U(1) and tempo-
ral translation symmetry. It is also worth pointing out
that the celebrated Chern-Simons term νH

4π

´
εµνρAµ∂νAρ

(νH ∈ Z) is contained in the second term of the action
above, i.e., −

´
mN,0ε

µνρuµ∂νAρ [54].
In order to bring more physical insights, we will jus-

tify the underlying physics of magnetization and energy
magnetization for these coefficients in Eq. (10) by de-
riving this effective action from first principles and mak-
ing connection with results in the Cooper-Halperin-Ruzin
transport theory [39]. The effective action is derived by
coupling J µ and J µE to their probe fields, Aµ and e∗0i /e∗00 ,
i.e.,

S
(1)
eff = −

ˆ (
J iE −A0J i

)( 1

e∗00

e∗0i

)
−
ˆ
J iAi, (11)

where J iE − A0J i ≡
√
|det g|Kaτµa couples to e∗0i /e∗00

and zero components of currents are not written down
due to the time independent condition. This time in-
dependent condition implies that ∂µJ µ(E) = ∂iJ i(E) = 0,
so these conservation laws are solved by J i = ∂jm

ij
N

and J iE = ∂jm
ij
g , with skew symmetric mij

N and mij
g

known as magnetization and energy magnetization [39–
41], respectively. As we can see from our hydrostatic
theory, (energy) magnetization currents are equilibrium
currents in the presence of inhomogeneous background
fields that do not participate in transport [39, 55]. Espe-
cially, the energy magnetization current is important to
substract to give the correct thermal Hall response the-
ory [40]. In (2+1)-dimensions, magnetization and energy
magnetization can be further recast as mij

N = εij0mN

and mij
g = εij0mg. These solutions of currents J i and

J iE are of first-order dependence in the derivative expan-
sion Eq. (1), so they should be encoded in the action in
Eq. (10). This can be straightforwardly appreciated by
recasting the action in Eq. (11) in terms of magentization
and energy magnetization.

S
(1)
eff = −

ˆ
mg, 0ε

µνρe∗0µ ∂νe
∗0
ρ −

ˆ
mN, 0ε

µνρe∗0µ ∂νAρ,

(12)
where mN, 0 and mg, 0 are defined as

mN ≡
√
K2mN, 0, (13a)

mg ≡ K2mg, 0 +
√
K2 (iKA)mN, 0

= K2 (mg, 0 − µmN, 0) , (13b)

and this is one of our main results. Notice that K2 ≡
KµKνgµν = 1 + φg, so Eq. (13) reproduces scaling rela-
tions suggested in Ref. [39]. It is worth pointing out that
the action in Eq. (12) does match the one in Eq. (10),
because in our metric, e∗I0 = 0, e∗Iµ u

µ = 0 and thus´
εµνρe∗Iµ ∂νe

∗I
ρ = 0. In general choice of coordinates, for

zero spin connections, the effective action Eq. (12) is co-
variantly generalized to Eq. (10).

Finally, let us highlight two comments about our ef-
fective action: First, the coefficient mg, 0 in Ref. [9]
depends on ultra-violet cut-off, which in our formalism
has a physical meaning of zero-temperature energy mag-
netization and enables us to better understand these
UV divergences. Second, our results of magnetization
and energy magnetization reproduce previous study in
Ref. [39]. Namely, in terms of φg, we can determine the
functional form of the magnetization and energy mag-
netization to be mij

N = ε0ij (1 + φg)mN,0 (µ, T ) and
mij
g = ε0ij (1 + φg) [(1 + φg)mg, 0 (µ, T ) +A0mN, 0],

which are the scaling relations suggested in Ref. [39].

V. EFFECTIVE ACTION AND LINEAR
RESPONSE THEORY

Our effective action describes the macroscopic prop-
erty of a system at a (in)homogeneous equilibrium state.
Now in this section, we obtain the equations for the (en-
ergy) magnetization by connecting our effective action
to microscopics, and highlight general constraints of (en-
ergy) magnetization for gapped systems. Starting with
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our effective action, these equations do not depend on
microscopic details other than the symmetry of the sys-
tem. More specifically, the (energy) magnetization cur-
rents must match in calculations by (i) variating our hy-
drostatic effective action and (ii) linear response theory
from a microscopic theory. For the former, our hydro-
static action yields

J i = εij0
(
−∂mN, 0

∂µ

)
∂jA0

+εij0
(
mN, 0 − µ

∂mN, 0

∂µ
− T ∂mN, 0

∂T

)
∂je
∗0
0 ,

(14a)

J iE = εij0
(
−∂mQ, 0

∂µ

)
∂jA0

+εij0
(

2mQ, 0 − µ
∂mQ, 0

∂µ
− T ∂mQ, 0

∂T

)
∂je
∗0
0 ,

(14b)

where as we analyzed above, mN,0 and mg,0 are func-
tions of local chemical potential µ and temperature T .
mQ, 0 ≡ mg, 0− µmN, 0 and we have used Eqs. (4, 5) to
rewrite gradient of local temperature and chemical po-
tential gradient in terms of gradient of e∗00 and A0. Eq.
(14) can also be derived from the definition of magneti-
zation currents, i.e. J i = εij0∂jmN and J iE = εij0∂jmg.

For the latter, perturbative expansions, or equivalently
Feynman diagrams, lead to

J i (q) = −〈J i (q)J 0 (−q)〉δA0 (q)

−〈J i (q)
√
|det g|τ0

0 (−q)〉δe∗00 (q), (15a)
J iE = −〈J iE (q)J 0 (−q)〉δA0(q)

−〈J iE (q)
√
|det g|τ0

0 (−q)〉δe∗00 (q), (15b)

where we have only kept terms from linear perturbations.
By comparing results from these two approaches, we can
obtain a set of equations for mN,0 and mQ,0

∂mN, 0

∂µ
=
i

2
εki0∂qk〈J i (q)J 0 (−q)〉,

(16a)(
mN, 0 − T

∂mN, 0

∂T

)
= − i

2
εki0∂qk〈J i (q)J 0

E (−q)〉,

(16b)
∂mQ, 0

∂µ
=
i

2
εki0∂qk〈J iE (q)J 0 (−q)〉,

(16c)(
2mQ, 0 − T

∂mQ, 0

∂T

)
= − i

2
εki0∂qk〈J iE (q)J 0

E (−q)〉,

(16d)

which reproduce results in Ref. [40]. These are first-order
differential equations, so we can obtain mg, 0 and mN, 0

unambiguously only when references states are provided.
Still, these differential equation provide valuable insights

on constraints for magnetization in a gapped system.
Most importantly, in a system with gap ∆, JE is ex-
pected to be exponentially suppressed, i.e., e−β∆, be-
cause there are hardly any excitations in the bulk and
thus entropy are exponentially suppressed. When com-
bining this exponential suppression with Eqs. (16a, 16b),
we have mN, 0 = νHµ

2π + c2T , where c2 is a constant and
νH ∈ Z. The νHµ

2π term is a well-known result from the
integer quantum Hall effect and the c2T term is from
Eq. (16b) by setting terms on right-handed side to zero.
As for Eqs. (16c, 16d) with terms of the right-handed
equal zero, their solution is mQ, 0 = c1T

2 and c1 is a
constant. By putting these results together, we have
mg,0 = mQ,0 + µmN,0 = c1T

2 + c2µT + νHµ
2

2π . Two
comments are in order: First, c1 and c2 can not be deter-
mined perturbatively from Eqs. (16) given above, which
as we shall shown in the next section, is because that
they are rooted in boundary modes. Second, the µ2 term
in mg, 0 can give rise to another torsional Chern-Simons
term, i.e., S = −

´
µ2νH

2π εµνρe∗aµ ∂νe
∗b
ρ ηab. It is interest-

ing to notice that cut-offs in the Hughes-Leigh-Fradkin
parity-odd action [9] are replaced by chemical potential
and its quantization inherits from the integer quantum
Hall effect. Finally, it is worth pointing out that in exper-
imental systems, there can exist gapless phonons which
yield finite contributions to JE [56, 57].

VI. mQ, 0 = c1T
2, BULK-EDGE

CORRESPONDENCE AND ITS TOPOLOGICAL
MEANING

As we have discussed above, mQ, 0 is expected to be
c1T

2 for an insulator and thus mg,0 = c1T
2 + c2µT +

νHµ
2

2π , where both c1 and c2 can not be fixed from bulk
perturbative calculations. In this part, we shall turn to
the torsional Chern-Simons term with mg, 0 = c1T

2 +
c2µT and explore its topological meanings as well as bulk-
edge correspondence. The c2 term can be recast as a
boundary term [58], but by direct calculations of edge
chiral fermions, one can find that c2 = 0, so we shall
focus on the c1 term hereafter [59]. As we will see, this
term can be recast as a topological θ term and thus endow
the thermal Hall conductance with topological meaning.

We shall first reveal the topological nature of this
c1T

2 and then show how to extract its physical infor-
mation. To this end, we first study its robustness un-
der small perturbations: under variations of e∗0µ , the
c1T

2 term is invariant up to a boundary term, i.e.,
−
´
εµνρ∂ν

(
c1T

2e∗0µ δe
∗0
ρ

)
, so this term is robust against

bulk perturbations and it can not be obtained from bulk
perturbative calculations. This is because this c1T 2 term
is secretly a topological θ term, and we can rewrite it as
[60],

−
ˆ
c1T

2
0 ε

0ij∂i
(
e∗0j /e

∗0
0

)
, (17)
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where e∗0j /e∗00 is the emergent Kaluza-Klein gauge fields
associated with temporal translation as we can see:
(i) Under local spatial translation,

(
e∗0j /e

∗0
0

)
transforms

like a conventional spatial one-form. (ii) Under local
temporal translation, i.e., δxµ = ξ0 (x) δµ0 , we have
δ
(
e∗0i /e

∗0
0

)
= ∂iξ

0, which is an effective U(1) gauge
transformation due to the identification ξ0 ' ξ0 + 1

T0
.

Despite robustness of this topological theta term against
bulk variations, we can still extract its physical informa-
tion by considering two adjacent materials with different
value of c1. Around the boundary, the system is inhomo-
geneous and c1 can develop dependence on the coordinate
across the boundary. To be more concrete, we assume the
two materials locate at y > 0 and y < 0 with a smooth
boundary, and we model c1 as a function of y interpo-
lating between these two materials. The corresponding
effective edge theory is thus given as

−
ˆ
d2xdyc1(y)T 2

0 ε
0ij∂i

(
e∗0j /e

∗0
0

)
=

ˆ
c̃1T

2e∗00 e
∗0
1 d

2x,

(18)
where c̃1 ≡ −[c1(+∞) − c1(−∞)]. The lowest-order
approximation of this edge action reproduces results in
Refs. [12, 13]. However, the corresponding physical
meanings are different in a significant way. Compared
to results in Refs. [12, 13], our bulk effective action is in-
variant under temporal coordinate transformations, so its
effective edge action can not be obtained from anomaly
matching and there are no bulk energy currents derived
from our bulk action.

One can further reads off boundary energy-momentum
tensor from our effective edge theory and then study the
edge conservation laws. Namely, τ1

0 = − c̃1T 2 1√
|det g|

e∗00

and τ0
0 = c̃1T

2 1√
|det g|

e∗01 , and it is rather interesting to

find that it satisfies the corresponding Noether theo-
rem in the presence of torsion (see Appendix A), i.e.,

1√
|det g|

∂ν

(√
|det g|τνa

)
− eµa

(
τνb T

b
µν

)
= 0. Hence, this

term is not from perturbative diffeomorphism anomaly
at edges, which is significantly different from its zero-
temperature counterparts [10, 11]. As for the edge
energy current, by definition, it is J iE, boundary =√
|det g|Kaτµa = −c̃1T 2

0 , so it is clearly conserved. Com-
pared to the Chern-Simons action for integer quantum
quantum Hall effect, this c1T 2 torsional Chern-Simons
term fails to cause anomaly currents flowing from bulks
to edges. It was claimed in Ref. [12] that a bulk thermal
Hall current is needed to compensate for this boundary
anomalies. We would like to stress that energy currents
J µE are different from τµ0 . Hence, one can not inter-
pret 1√

|det g|
∂ν

(√
|det g|τνa

)
= eµa

(
τνb T

b
µν

)
as energy-

current non-conservation, and the Laughlin’s argument is
not applicable for the thermal Hall effect in gapped sys-
tems. Still, energy pumping between boundaries through
the bulk is possible if there exists gapless modes, e.g.
phonons [56, 57].

Due to the robustness of the temperature-squared term
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Adiabatic  deformation

Gravitomagnetic fluxes

Figure 2. Gravitomagnetic fluxes and modular transforma-
tion. Left panel: an infinitesimal deformation of torus along
temporal direction. Right panel: a modular transformation
that maps a torus onto itself.

in our effective action, a natural question is how we can
calculate this term from microscopic model and fix the
coefficient c1 in the bulk of a homogeneous material. The
answer is mg, 0 can be uniquely fixed only when bound-
ary conditions, or reference states are given, which is be-
cause Eqs. (16) for mg, 0 are first-order differential equa-
tions. For example, we have condition: mg, 0|µ→−∞ = 0
by setting energy magnetization in vacuum to zero. Also,
we can impose condition ∂mg, 0

∂T |T→∞ = 0 because all
quasiparticles are excited in the T → ∞ limit. For a
demonstration of ths approach on (2 + 1)-dimensional
massive Dirac fermions, interested readers are referred
to Appendix C for details.

In reality, we can implement these boundary condi-
tions or reference states by putting two different mate-
rials with different µ or T adjacent to each other, for
example, µ = 0 and µ = −∞, respectively. Assum-
ing µ smoothly interpolates between these two materi-
als, in the same spirit with Eq. (18), our effective ac-
tion
´
c1T

2εµνρe∗0µ ∂νe
∗0
ρ manifest itself as energy currents

flowing in the interface determined by the difference of c1
in the bulk of two materials. Since the variation of the ac-
tion in the bulk is zero, only the edge physics determined
by the difference of c1 is observable, so the torsional effec-
tive action

´
c1T

2εµνρe∗0µ ∂νe
∗0
ρ is topological in a relative

sense [43].

VII. mQ, 0 = c1T
2 AND GLOBAL ANOMALIES

After revealing the topological meaning of torsional
Chern-Simons terms, a natural question is whether c1
is quantized after considering the scale invariance of the
edge theory similarly as in Ref. [13] and fixing the vac-
uum energy magnetization to be 0. We shall explore
this by studying boundary energy-momentum tensors
from the point view of perturbative calculations and non-
perturbative global anomalies (modular transformation).

To this end, consider the boundary between a topo-
logically non-trivial material at y > 0 and a vacuum at
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y < 0, which traps right-handed chiral fermions at y = 0
if the Chern number equals one for the topological ma-
terial. Now we demonstrate that we can fix the c1 for
the topological material by studying edge chiral fermions.
For example, we can directly compare the boundary ac-
tion Eq. (18) with microscopic calculation of the energy
momentum tensor of right-handed chiral fermions (see
Appendix D for details):

〈τ1
0 〉 =

(
Λ̃2 +

π

12
T 2

0

)
+O

[(
δe∗aµ

)2]
. (19)

Here, Λ̃2 is the ultra-violet cut-off and its specific value
depends on regularization schemes. For example, by us-
ing the dimensional regularization so as to preserve the
scale invariance in edge theories, Λ̃2 = 0, while Λ̃2 6= 0
by using the hard-off regularization. From Eq. (19), and
compare with our edge action Eq. (18), we can further
conclude that c1 = π

12 for this topological material.
Alternatively, we can fix the value of c1 non-

perturbatively by compacifying the spatial dimension
and considering the global anomaly of the edge theory
on a torus. One reason of doing so is to compare with
Ref. [13]. In addition, this approach will not refer to
microscopic details of the edge theory and therefore is a
stronger argument. Now the idea is to connect global
anomaly of the partition function under the modular
transformation of the torus to the field theory response
to an inserted gravitomagnetic flux as can be described
in our boundary action. The compactification to torus
is done by identifying spacetime coordinates in the fol-
lowing way:

(
x0
E , x

1
)
∼
(
x0
E + β0, x

1
)
∼
(
x0
E , x

1 + L
)
,

where β0 ≡ 1
T0
. Boundary conditions for fermion are

(anti-) periodic along (temporal) spatial direction.
We then insert a gravitomagnetic flux quanta to de-

form this spacetime torus and mimick the modular trans-
formation as shown in Fig. 2. This flux quanta inser-
tion is implemented as the sum of a seris of infintesimal
gravitomagnetic fluxes (e.g

¸
δe∗0i dx

i = β0

N , N → ∞),
where the latter can be geometrically represented as
an infinitesimal deformation generated by vector fields
ξµ∂µ = β0

NLx
1∂E0 (see Fig. 2). This deformation changes

our boundary action by δS =
´
τ0
1 δe

∗0
1 with δe∗01 =

∂x1ξ0 = β0

NL . After this process, the torus is mapped
to itself (see Fig. 2), but with coordinate basis changed,
which is known as the modular transformation [61]. The
ensuing action transformation is δS =

´
τ1
0 δe
∗0
1 with

δe∗01 =
∑
N ∂x1ξ0 = β0

L for a gravitomagnetic flux
quanta.

Now we can match results from global anomalies and
responses to gravitomagnetic flux quanta. On the one
hand, the modular transformation changes the partition
functions for chiral fermions by a phase factor [13, 61, 62],
i.e., Z → ei

π
12Z. On the other hand, responses to

a gravitomagnetic flux quanta is δS =
´
τ1
0
β0

L , where
τ1
0 = c1T

2 1√
| det g|

e∗00 is from our boundary action and β0

L

is from gravitomagnetic flux quanta. Combining these,
we find ei

π
12 = ei

´
c1T

2
0
β0
L d

2x, and thus again we con-

clude c1 = π
12 , which shows that c1 is quantized by global

anomalies. Since the c1 is from the topological state of
Chern number +1, we can conclude that for the topo-
logical state of Chern number +1, the energy magneti-
zation is π

12T
2, and from the thermal generalization of

the Streda formula [63], the thermal Hall conductivity is
κH = −π6T .

VIII. CONCLUSIONS

In summary, we have derived the general effective hy-
drostatic action for gapped quantum matter coupling to
telleparallel gravity. The action up to linear order of
the derivative expansion recovers the charge and energy
currents response and covariantly generalizes the ther-
moelectric transport theory. The linear order in deriva-
tive terms include a torsional Chern-Simons term, with
its physical meaning as the energy magnetization. For
a gapped system, there can exist a temperature-squared
torsional Chern-Simons term in our hydrostatic effective
action, which is topological and its quantization inher-
its from boundary global gravitational anomalies. In
contrast to previous literatures discussing the torional
Chern-Simons term, in our theory there is no boundary
diffeomorphism anomalies and bulk inflow currents. In
addition, we have derived various properties for the mag-
netization as well as the energy magnetization from our
effective action.
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Appendix A: Derivation of Noether’s current from
diffeomorphism

In this part, we shall derive the Noether current arising
from general coordinate invariance.

For a given action S, we define charge currents as

jµ ≡ − 1√
|det g|

δS

δAµ
, (A1)

energy-momentum tensors as

τµa ≡ −
1√
|det g|

δS

δe∗aµ
, (A2)



8

and spin currents as

Sabµ ≡ 1√
|det g|

δS

δωabµ
, (A3)

where Aµ, e∗aµ and ωabµ are U (1) gauge fields, vielbeins
and spin connections, respectively. In addition, we de-
fine ∇µ as the total covariant derivative acting on both
Einstein indices µ and Lorentz indices a, which contains
both spin connections ωabµ and affine connections Γµνρ.
Dµ is used for covariant derivative and it only contains
spin connections.

We consider a coordinate transformation generated by

vector ξµ. The variation of fields e∗aµ , ωabµ and Aµ are

δe∗a = Lξe∗a = iξT
a +Dξa − (iξω

a
b) e
∗b, (A4)

δωab = Lξωab = iξΩ
a
b +D (iξω

a
b) , (A5)

and

δA = LξA = iξF + diξA, (A6)

where iξ denotes interior products and Ωab ≡ dωab +
(ω ∧ ω)ab is curvature. Variations of action are

δS =

ˆ √
|det g|[−

(
− 1√
|det g|

δS

δe∗aν

)
δe∗aν

+
1√
|det g|

δS

δωabν
δωabν −

(
− 1√
|det g|

δS

δAν

)
δAν ]

=

ˆ √
|det g|[ξµ

(
−τνa T aµν + SabνΩabµν − jνFµν

)
+ (∇ν + T ρνρ) τ

ν
a ξ

a]

+

ˆ √
|det g| (iξωab)

[
e∗bν τ

ν
a −

1√
|det g|

Dµ

(√
|det g|Sabµ

)]

+

ˆ √
|det g| (iξA)

(
1√
|det g|

∂µ
√
|det g|jµ

)
. (A7)

Because of U (1) symmetry, we have 1√
|det g|

∂µ
√
|det g|jµ = 0, and the Noether currents from general coordinate

invariance is

(∇ν + T ρνρ) τ
ν
a − eµa

(
τνb T

b
µν − ScdνΩcdµν + jνFµν

)
= −ωcda

[
e∗dν τ

ν
c −

1√
|det g|

Dµ

(√
|det g|Scdµ

)]
. (A8)

If there exists internal rotational symmetry among indices a, then one can prove that

ωabc[e
∗b
ν τ

ν
a −

1√
|det g|

Dµ

(√
|det g|Sabµ

)
] = 0, (A9)

and the Noether current in Eq. (A8) becomes

(∇ν + T ρνρ) τ
ν
a − eµa

(
τνb T

b
µν − ScdνΩcdµν + jνFµν

)
= 0, (A10)

which matches results in Ref. [8] and Ref. [11].

Appendix B: Derivation of Eq. (6), Eq. (7) and
conserved energy current

In this part, we shall give a detailed derivation of the
generalized Einstein relation from equilibrium conditions,
i.e., LK (. . . ) = 0, where (. . . ) stands for external fields,
including Aµ, gµν and so on. In addition, the derivations
of conserved energy currents are also presented in details.

1. Derivation of Eq. (6)

We impose following equilibrium condition

LK (A+ dθ) = 0, (B1)

where dθ is a gauge transformation and this says that
A satisfies LKA = 0 up to a gauge transformation. Eq.
(B1) can be recast as
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0 = LK (A+ dθ) = iKdA+ d (iKA+ iKdθ) . (B2)

Following conventions in Ref. [51], we define ΛK ≡ iKdθ
and chemical potential −T0

µ
T (x) = iKA + ΛK . Corre-

spondingly, we have found,

0 = KµFµν − T0∂ν
µ

T
= uµFµν − T∂ν

µ

T
. (B3)

For simplicity, one usually use the transverse gauge con-
dition, i.e., iKdθ = 0. This says that a gauge-fixing con-
dition is imposed to get rid of time-dependence in gauge
transformation parameter θ.

2. Derivation of Eq. (7)

Similar to Eq. (6), we can derive Eq. (7) by imposing
the following condition

LKuµ = 0. (B4)

To be more specific, LKuµ can be calculated as follow

0 =
1√
K2
LKuµ

= uν∇νuµ +
1√
K2
∇µKνuν

− 1√
−K2

TσµρuσK
ρ

= uν∇νuµ −
1

T
∇µT − Tσµρuσuρ. (B5)

where we have used

LKuµ = Kν (∂νuµ − Γαµνuα)

+ (∂µK
ν + ΓναµK

α)uν − T νµαKαuν

= Kν∇νuµ +∇µKνuν − T νµαuνKα. (B6)

Noticed that uµdxµ = e∗0µ dx
µ, so we have

∇νuµ = ∂νe
∗0
µ − Γαµνe

∗0
α = −ω0

bνe
∗b
µ , (B7)

and

Kν∇νuµ = −ω0
bνe
∗b
µ K

ν , (B8)

where we have used the following identity

∂µe
∗a
ν − Γανµe

∗a
α + ωabµe

∗b
ν = 0. (B9)

For metric

ds2 =
(
e∗aµ dx

µ
)
⊗
(
e∗bν dx

ν
)
ηab, (B10)

with e∗0µ = uµ, we have e∗Iµ uµ = 0. This means that
Kν∇νuµ = −(iKω)

0
µ and thus

1

T
∇µT − T aσµuauσ + (iuω)0µ = 0, (B11)

If the spin chemical potential is set to zero, the equation
above becomes

1

T
∇µT − T aσµuauσ = 0. (B12)

3. Conserved energy current

a. Conserved energy currents from diffeomorphism and
temporal translation symmetry

The Noether currents from diffeomorphism is (see Ap-
pendix A for details)

1√
|det g|

Dν

(√
|det g|τνa

)
−eµa

(
τνb T

b
µν − ScdνΩcdµν + jνFµν

)
= −ωcda

[
e∗dν τ

ν
c −

1√
|det g|

Dµ

(√
|det g|Scdµ

)]
.

(B13)

where Dµ is the covariant derivative with only spin con-
nections, but not Γ. By using 0 = LKe∗aµ = LKAµ =
LKωabµ, we have following identities

1√
|det g|

∂µ

[√
|det g|

(
iKe
∗b) τµa ]

= − (iKT
a)µ τ

µ
a + (iKe

∗a)
1√
|det g|

Dµ

(√
|det g|τµa

)
,

(B14)

1√
|det g|

∂µ

[√
|det g| (iKA) jµ

]
= −FνµKνjµ,

(B15)

and
1√
|det g|

∂µ

[√
|det g| (iKω)ab S

abµ
]

= − (iKΩab)µ S
abµ + (iKω)ab

1√
|det g|

Dµ

(√
|det g|Sabµ

)
.

(B16)

They leads to
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1√
|det g|

∂µ
√
|det g|

[
(iKe

∗a) τµa +
√
|det g| (iKA) jµ

]
= −Sµab (iKΩab)µ − ω

c
da

[
e∗dµ τ

µ
c −

1√
|det g|

Dµ

(√
|det g|Scdµ

)]
, (B17)

or
1√
|det g|

∂µ
√
|det g|

[(
iKe
∗b) τµb + (iKA) jµ − (iKω)ab S

abµ
]

= − (iKω
c
d) e
∗d
µ τ

µ
c , (B18)

which is conserved if we set the background spin connec-
tions, or curvature to zero. We thus define the conserved
energy current as

J µE =
√
|det g| [(iKe∗a) τµa + (iKA) jµ] . (B19)

b. Conserved energy currents from temporal translation
symmetry

The energy current J µE defined above can be under-
stood from global translation symmetry directly. In equi-
librium, under temporal translations, we have

0 = δe∗aµ = δAµ, (B20)

and

δψ = Kµ∂µψ, (B21)

where we have set ωabµ = 0. Correspondingly, the
Noether current associated with temporal translation is

J µE = −

(
∂
√
|det g|L
∂∂µψ

δψ + h. c. −Kµ
√
|det g|L

)
,

(B22)
where L is Lagrangian density and g is metric. Assuming
that action S depends on vielbeins through det g and
Da = eµa (∂µ +Aµ), we can recast J µE as

J µE = −

[
∂
√
|det g|L
∂∂µψ

Kα (∂α + iAα)ψ + h. c.

]

+Kµ
√
|det g|L+ (KαAα)

(
i
∂
√
|det g|L
∂∂µψ

ψ + h. c.

)

= −

[
∂
√
|det g|L
∂Dαψ

∂Dαψ

∂e∗aµ
Ka + h. c.

]
+Kµ

√
|det g|L+

√
|det g| (KαAα) jµ

= − δS

δe∗aµ
Ka +

√
|det g| (KαAα) jµ

=
√
|det g| [(iKe∗a) τµa + (iKA) jµ] ,

(B23)

q

νµ

q + p

pp

Figure 3. Feynman diagram for 〈τ̃µa (−p) τ̃νb (p)〉 . τ̃µa is de-
fined as τ̃µa ≡ τµa + δµaL, where the −δµaL term in τµa is sub-
tracted. Double wavy lines stands for external vielbeins.

where the U (1) Noether current is defined as jµ ≡
1√
|det g|

(
i ∂S
∂∂µψ

ψ + h. c
)
. This matches with our results

obtained before.

Appendix C: Energy magnetizations for
(2 + 1)-dimensional Dirac fermions

In this part, we shall provide a detailed derivation
of energy magnetizations for (2 + 1)-dimensional massive
Dirac fermions.

We consider the following action for (2 + 1)-
dimensional Dirac fermions in the Minkowski spacetime

S =

ˆ
d3x
√
|det g|

[
1

2

(
ψ̄γaieµa∂µψ − ψ̄i

←−
∂ µγ

aeµaψ
)
−mψ̄ψ

]
,

(C1)
where both chemical potentials and external electromag-
netic fields are set to zero. Energy-momentum tensors
are

τνb =
1

2

(
ψ̄γνi∂bψ + h.c

)
− δνbL., (C2)

and we have set the spin connection to zero. In addition,
we are most interested in the (thermal) Hall effect, so
the δνbL term is neglected hereafter and we define τ̃νb =
τνb + δνbL. Then, values of the Feynman diagram in Fig.
3 in equilibrium implies that the response energy current
is

J µE, equ = −Cequm

4π
εµαν∂αe

∗0
ν , (C3)
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where

Cequ = T0

[
|m|
T0

tanh

(
1

2

|m|
T0

)
− Λ

T0
tanh

(
1

2

Λ

T0

)]
.

(C4)
This means that the term on the right-handed side of
Eq. (16d) equals to −m

4πCequ. By solving Eq. (16d), one
can obtain the energy magnetization, i.e.,

mg, 0 = c1T
2
0 −

mT0

8π
{
(
|m|
T0
− Λ

T0

)
+ 4[

T0

Λ
Li2
(
−e− Λ

T

)
− T0

|m|
Li2
(
−e−

|m|
T0

)
] + 4 ln

(
1 + e−|m|/T0

1 + e−Λ/T0

)
},

(C5)

where c1 can not be determined by solving Eq. (16d). In
the low temperature limit, i.e., T → 0, we have mg, 0 '
− 1

8π (m |m| −mΛ), so the effective action in Eq. (12) be-
comes −m(|m|−Λ)

8π

´
εµνρe∗0µ ∂νe

∗0
ρ , which matches the tor-

sional Chern-Simons term obtained in Ref. [9, 10]. Simi-
larly, at finite temperature, the c1T 2

0 term suggests that
there exists a thermal torsional Chern-Simons term, i.e.,
−c1
´
T 2

0 ε
µνρe∗0µ ∂νe

∗0
ρ .

Now let us determine the value of c1 by taking the
high temperature limit as reference states. Consider
an ultra-violet complete model at high temperature, we
expect all quasiparticles are excited, so mg, 0 should
be temperature independent. In this limit, mg, 0 =

c1T
2
0 −

[
m(|m|−Λ)

8π + πsign(m)
24 T 2

0

]
, where m � Λ, which

combined with the temperature-independent condition,
yields

c1 =
πsign (m)

24
T 2

0 . (C6)

This means that we have fixed c1 by imposing physical
conditions, even though it can not be determined from
perturbative calculations of Feynman diagrams. From
this point of view, c1T 2

0 looks like counterterms arise from
ultra-violet physics.

In summary, mg, 0 in the low-temperature limit is

mg, 0 = sign(m)
π

24
T 2

0 −
m (|m| − Λ)

8π
, (C7)

and the ensuing effective action is

Seff = −
ˆ [

πsign (m)

24
T 2

0 +
m (Λ− |m|)

8π

]
εµνρe∗0µ ∂νe

∗0
ρ

+O
[
(φg)

2
]
. (C8)

Appendix D: Calculations of energy-momentum
tensor 〈τ10 〉 in (1 + 1)-dimensional spacetime

In this part, we shall present calculations of energy-
momentum tensor in flat spacetime. By definition, we

have

〈τ1
0 〉

= 〈ψ̄γ1p0

(
1 + sγ5

2

)
ψ〉

=
1

2

ˆ
dp1

2π

(∑
n

1

β0

)
(p0)

2

p2
tr
(
sγ0γ1γ5

)
= s

ˆ
dp1

2π

(∑
n

1

β0

)
(p0)

2

p2
, (D1)

where s = ±1 is for chiralities of Weyl fermions, gamma
matrices are defined as γ0 = σ1, γ1 = iσ2 and γ5 = −σ3.

a. Hard-cutoff regularizations

Now we shall calculate the integral above by using
hard-cut-off regularizations, i.e.,

ˆ
dp1

2π

(∑
n

1

β0

)
(iωn)

2

(iωn)
2 − p2

1

=

ˆ
dp1

2π

[
−1

2
εnF (−ε) +

1

2
εnF (ε)

]
= 2π

ˆ
dε

2π

ε

2π
nF (ε)

= 2π

{ˆ +∞

−∞

dε

2π

ε

2π
[nF (ε)− θ (−ε)] +

ˆ +∞

−4πΛ̃

dε

2π

ε

2π
θ (−ε)

}
=

(
π

12β2
0

+ Λ̃2

)
, (D2)

where ε ≡ |p1| is the energy for Weyl fermions, nF ≡
1

eβ0ε+1
is the Fermi-Dirac distribution function and Λ̃ is

a cut-off.

b. Dimensional regularization

If we use dimensional regularization instead, the Λ̃2

term vanishes, i.e.,

ˆ
dp1

2π

(∑
n

1

β0

)
(iωn)

2

(iωn)
2 − p2

1

=
1

2β0

∑
n

|ωn|

= πβ−2
0 (1 + 3 + 5 + . . . )

=
π

12β2
0

, (D3)

where in the second line, we have integrated over p1 by
using dimensional regularization. In the last line, we have
used (1 + 3 + 5 . . . ) = 1

12 , which is because
∑+∞
n=1 n =

− 1
12 and 2

∑+∞
n=1 n + (1 + 3 + . . . ) = − 1

12 . Note that∑
n |ωn| is the vacuum energy of fermions.
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c. Results

In summary, we have found

τ1
0 = s

(
π

12β2
0

+ Λ̃2

)
. (D4)
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